"Colby Assures CIA On Prosecutions," v/xPost 3/4/75 Partial comments of 3/6/75, HW 

^ bulletin earlier distributed to CIA employees has C©3.by "confident none of them 
will be prosecuted, for any illegal activities." 

Reason: no cr im i n al intent, (politer than Hitler's, but same concepts.) 

A "spokesman" is quoted as describing these illegalities as no more than 
"missteps" by (Post's words) those "acting in good faith in the name of Rational security." 

While the implication of Colby's having been "in touch with competent people" is 
that Justice agreed, the story quotes its spokesmen as saying they had not reached any 
decision. 

fhe bulletin appears to have been limited to Rockefeller Commission purposes. 

The approach 3eeas to be that decided by Warner, general counsel, in ultimate 
response to us after Lesar and I saw him. He told J im they had not done anything 
"criminal" with me. That, of course, was irrelevant when we did not ask anything about 
"criminal" doing and had told him we would file a civil suit. 

This is not to agree that there were not criminal act. 

It is to suggest that the "competent people" were C 0 lby*s and the Agency's own. 

Or they are not guilty of crimes because they say themselves they are not. 

I had not heard this line or #defense" until Lesar told me Warner had given it 
to him by phone. 

There is no way of determining from the story whether '“’olby went into anything 
else in this bulletin to employees. However, it would seem that he might have addressed 
whether any would or could be ixasilix held to account in civil 'suits by those against 
whom these non— "criminal" acts were directed, the victims. 

Interestingly, the whole approach really/isn't that these were not criminal act. 
Rather it is that "intent," in the mind of these comiaiting the acts, is the controlling 
factor in deter m i n i ng whether a criminal acts is a criminal act; and that proof is 
impossible. 

All they-have to say is "national security," the magic formula,and intent is pure 
and crimes becomes non-criminal. 

When what is actually criminal, burglaries, is included, this seems to be 
a different kind of "optimism" that what the story and bulletin attribute to Colby. 



